






























 30 total students were recruited to participate in this study. Participants were all 
undergraduate students enrolled in the introductory Psychology course at The Ohio State 
University. Participants received 1 hour of REP course credit as compensation for their time. All 
participants were White, Non-Hispanic students above the age of 18. 
Procedure 
 Participants gave verbal consent prior to the start of the experiment according to Ohio 
State IRB standards. Each participant had their own headphones, and was separated from other 
participants by partitions between computer stations to ensure privacy in responses.  
Threat Manipulation 
 Prior to beginning the experiment, each participant was randomly assigned to a threat (T) 
or no-threat (NT) condition. Since the experiment was run with up to three people at a time, 
condition was kept the same for participants run in the same session. Every participant received 
the same instruction that the present task examined visualization, and to read the instructions 
listed on their screen prior to beginning the game. They then began by playing a game of 
Cyberball. In the threat condition, participants began playing a virtual game of catch with two 
other individuals. Participants were initially included in the game, but eventually the other 
players exclude the participant, only throwing the ball back and forth between them.  In the no-
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threat condition, participants played the same game of virtual catch with two other individuals 
and were included equally, with catching and throwing neutrally decided by the software. 
All participants were informed that other people playing were not in the same room or 
building, when in fact each was a simulation.  
Target Stimulus Video 
 After playing Cyberball, all participants were instructed to watch a video and to pay 
attention to remember the details for questions occurring directly afterwards. In the video, a 
couple approaches the front door of an apartment. They are wearing heavy coats and scarves, 
which mostly obscure their faces. Their neighbor, off-screen, calls hello to the couple, 
identifying them as “Sarah” and “John,” but they do not respond. Then the video cuts to the 
neighbor, entering her apartment, and sitting down on the couch. The video stays centered on her 
the rest of the time, as a muffled argument is audible in the background, presumably from the 
apartment next door where Sarah and John are. Their argument centers on Sarah buying an 
expensive birthday present for a longtime male friend, whom John had previously mentioned he 
did not want her to see anymore, and gets progressively louder. On screen, the neighbor is seen 
to be growing increasingly concerned. The argument ends with a crashing sound from next door 
and the video subject looking alarmed.  
Reverse Correlation 
 To measure the effect of threat on the two people involved in the domestic dispute (John 
and Sarah), we used a reverse correlation task. In reverse correlation, participants are shown a 
series of facial stimuli. Each stimulus created is an image of the same face (otherwise known as a 
‘base face’) that has a unique visual noise pattern superimposed on it; this noise slightly changes 
the appearance of the face, creating a unique stimulus. In each trial, two stimuli are presented 
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simultaneously and participants select which one they believe is the best representation of a 
dimension they have been instructed to evaluate (e.g. which image is more similar to how you 
imagined John to look). The selected images from all trials are then averaged together to create a 
composite image. This composite serves as an approximation of participants’ mental 
representation of whatever dimension they are evaluating.  
Reverse Correlation Task 
 Stimuli for this study included 400 stimuli for each gender, the original image and it’s 
inverse noise pattern in each of 200 trials.  
 In this particular study, participants took part in a reverse correlation task for each 
interlocutor in the argument, John and Sarah. In the first task, participants were instructed to 
select the image that looked more like John (the next-door neighbor assumed to be involved in 
the next door dispute).  Prior to images appearing for each trial, a fixation cross would appear on 
the screen for 500 milliseconds. Then, two images would appear (a reverse classification 
stimulus and the inverted stimulus) and participants would select which image they thought 
looked more like John’s face by hitting either the left or right arrow key. They repeated this 
through 200 trials. The second reverse correlation task followed the same procedure, however in 
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